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Mint of the United States 
Philadelphia 
June 25, 1869 


Hon. George S. Boutwell 
Secretary of the Treasury 


Sir: 

Your communication of the 15th instant, requesting my “views relative to the propriety 
of discontinuing the Branch Mint at Dahlonega Ga., and disposing of the property belonging 
thereto, under authority contained in the appropriation Act of July 23, 1866,” has been received. 

In my Annual Report as Director of the U.S. Mint in 1862, I stated that “no 
consideration of public or private interest would, under the most favorable circumstances, 
justify the re-opening of the Branches at Dahlonega or Charlotte. They ought not to have been 
established, and having been the source of useless expenditure, they should not, even if the event 
of the states in which they are respectively located returning to their allegiance, be again 
employed for minting purposes.” 

Again in my Report for 1865, in reference to the re-opening of these Branches, I said, 
“they are away from the commercial centers — inland, and of little commercial importance in 
themselves. The existence of gold mines in their respective localities may be a reason for 
reopening them as Assay Offices, but not for minting purposes. The results of their operations 
from their commencement in 1838 to February 1861, do not sustain the policy of their original 
establishment. The coinage of both these Branches is limited by Act of Congress to gold. At 
Charlotte the total coinage during the twenty-three years of the existence of this Branch was 
only $5,048,641.50; at Dahlonega for the same period, $6,121,919.00; and annual average 
coinage of about $250,000; declining at Dahlonega from 1857 to 1861, to an annual coinage of 
about $70,000; and at Charlotte for the same period, of less than $150,000. These facts seem to 
be conclusive on the question of re-opening these Branches for minting purposes, and 
particularly when there is no great probability of large increase in the gold production of those 
localities.” 

My views have not been changed, and after a full examination of the question, since its 
submission to me I have not hesitation in advising a discontinuance of the Branch Mint at 
Dahlonega, and a sale of the property belonging thereto, under the authority contained in the 
appropriation Act of July 1866. No necessity, public or private, demands its longer continuance 
either as a mint of assay office. 


Respectfully, 
James Pollock 


Director 


PS: Your three enclosures herewith returned. 


